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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)E3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) £3 Claim(s) 1-33 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) £3 Claim(s) K33 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
PAT 7,003,546 to Cheah in view of US PAT 6,941,305 to Magouirk et al. (Magouirk). 

As to claims 1,7,15,30, Cheah discloses a method of connecting business 
comprising identifying a plurality of business to participate in an online registry (col 2, 
lines 13-21), storing business profiles comprising business attributes (col 6, lines 29- 
31), searching the online registry to locate the information (col 6, lines 50-62), 
establishing contact between the inquiring business and the located business (col 6, 
lines 54-56). 

Cheah does not, however, teach determining whether the inquiring businesses 
are competitors from customer lists and restricting access if the businesses are 
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competitors. Magouirk teaches a customer management system (title) that includes 
competitors, that includes gathering data from client lists (col 13, lines 15-32), and 
determining if businesses are competitors and restricting access of competitors (col 14, 
lines 4-13). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
system as taught by Cheah with the restriction of access of competitors as taught by 
Magouirk as both teach methods of customer service and it would be obvious to not 
allow a business to gather a competitor's customers. 

As to claims 16,22, as the system is shown to be on a computer (computer 
network), it would inherently be on a machine readable storage device as a machine 
reads the data. 

As to claims 2,17, the business registry would conform to UDDI as HTML would 
meet this limitation, as discussed in the specification, and the system is shown to use 
HTML (col 28, lines 45-49). 

As to claims 3,18, the business information includes business identity information 
(inherent in that the business is identified), business description information (inherent in 
that the requestor is requesting a specific type of business) and communications 
information (contact information as discussed). 

As to claims 4,19, as the contact information is provided, it would inherently be 
extracted. 

As to claims 5,20, Cheah discloses defining access rights and defining 
permissible contacts (col 6, lines 40-42, "...information is able to be distributed to 
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registered users..."), and defining selected business attributes as private (PID, via PID 
generator 214). 

As to claims 6,21 , the businesses are authenticated (col 1 0, lines 43-51 ). 

As to claims 8,23, the communication link is established according to business 
attributes (inherent in that the request is for a specific type of business). 

As to claims 9,24, the business identity is the type of business. 

As to claims 10,25, as Cheah discloses similar businesses contacting each other, 
they would inherently share a business attribute, thereby meeting the limitations as 
claimed. 

As to claims 11,26, the attributes are business identity information and business 
description information (necessary as they are identified and described to potential 
contactors) and communications information (inherent in that they are communicated 
with). 

As to claims 12,27, the business registry would conform to UDDI as HTML would 
meet this limitation, as discussed in the specification, and the system is shown to use 
HTML (col 28, lines 45-49). 

As to claims 13,28, Cheah discloses defining access rights and defining 
permissible contacts (col 6, lines 40-42, "...information is able to be distributed to 
registered users..."), and defining selected business attributes as private (PID, via PID 
generator 214). 

As to claims 14,29, the businesses are authenticated (col 10, lines 43-51). 
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As to claim 31 , the communication link is inherently and necessarily established 
according to communication information. 

As to claim 32, the information would include contact information (title), this 
would inherently include who they are contacting. 

As to claim 33, the link would inherently be chosen based on who is being 
contacted. 

Response to Arguments i 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael J. Fisher whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6804. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 7:30am-5:00pm alt Fri. off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Weiss can be reached on 571-272-6812. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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